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Sir: 

In response to the Examiner's Answers dated January 24 and February 
20, 2008, Appellants submit this Reply Brief. 

I. RESPONSE TO ARGUI\flENTS OF THE EXAI\fllNER'S ANSWER 

In the Response to Arguments section of the Reply Brief, the following 

statements are made. 

In the embodiment specifically disclosed, Christensen inherently 
produces a copy of the main asset database and a second 
intermediate database prior to reconciliation, and therefore, 
Christensen teaches reconciling an intermediate database against 
a copy of the main asset management database? 

Appellants respectfully traverse. The Answer makes multiple attempts to prove 
the existence of the copy of the main asset management database prior to 
reconciliation.^ However, even if hypothetically assumed that Christensen 



^ Reply Brief, Page 9, second full paragraph (emphasis original). 

^ Reply Brief, Page 9, first full paragraph through Page 10, paragraph spanning pages 9 and 10; 
Page 1 1 , paragraph spanning pages 1 1 and 1 2. 
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teaches producing a copy of the main asset database and a second intermediate 
database prior to reconciliation (which Appellants do not admit), it simply does not 
follow that Christensen teaches reconciling the intermediate database against the 
copy of the main asset management database as Christensen expressly 
teaches reconciling directly against the main asset database.^ 

IVIoreover, the copy of the main asset management database in 
Christensen is transferred to the PDA 230 and updated in the physical inventory."* 
The updated copy is then transferred back to the manipulation module 220 and 
converted to database data structure form before being reconciled directly against 
the main asset management database.^ Thus, the copy of the main asset 
management database becomes an intermediate database, and under the logic 
suggested by the Answer the intermediate database is then reconciled against 
itself. 

With respect to the argument regarding Eckman, the Response to 

Arguments section of the Answer states: 

Ekman was used to teach only that it was known in the art of 
inventory assessment at the time of the invention to place a flag on 
each location code (for each resource) in an asset management 
database.^ 

The reliance is misplaced because Eckman does not teach placing a flag on each 
location code in an asset management database. Eckman expressly teaches 
placing the flags in the subledgers of the car code readers, not the main asset 
management database.'' IVIoreover, with respect to the flags of Eckman the 
teaching is diametrically opposed to the claim language. Eckman expressly 
teaches that a fixed asset record is flagged only when the asset is found. By 
contrast, representative claim 34 requires "placing identifying indicia on each 



° Christensen Col. 12, lines 6-13. 

^ Christensen Col. 1 1 , line 65 - Col. 1 2, line 5. 

^ Christensen Col. 12, lines 6-13. 

^ Reply Brief Page 1 0, paragraph spanning pages 1 0 and 1 1 . 
~' Eckman Page 60, left column. 
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location code." Eckman expressly teaches that the flag is placed on the record in 
the subledger contained within the bar code reader. By contrast, representative 
claim 34 requires, "placing identifying indicia ... in the asset management 
database." In Ecl<man, "exceptions" are noted by the lacl< of a flag on a record. 
By contrast, representative claim 34 requires "identifying assets not found during 
the physical inventory in the asset management database by identifying location 
codes having the identifying indicia." 
II. CONCLUSION 

It is believed that no extensions of time or fees are required, beyond those 
that may otherwise be provided for in documents accompanying this paper. 
However, in the event that additional extensions of time are necessary to allow 
consideration of this paper, such extensions are hereby petitioned under 37 CFR 
§ 1.136(a), are hereby authorized to be charged to Hewlett-Packard Development 
Company's Deposit Account No. 08-2025. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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